DOCUMENT 

24 



RESUME 



CG 001 914 



ED 022 191 



By 'Gayer. Nancy 

PERMISSION AND PERMISSIBILITY. 
Cambridge Univ. (England). 

Bureau No*BR'5*0339 
Pub Date Sep 67 
Contract "OEC '5' 10"271 



Note*312p. 

DteOTiptors - MCT IVTT IES. ♦conceptual SCHEMES, discipline, ^permissive ENVIRONMENT. -SELF 
CONCEPT 

The major purpose of this study is to understand the concept of permission and 
relate its logical peculiarities to the activities, linguistic and nonHmauistic. m which it 
finds application within authority-subject institutions. It is a conceptual, not an empirical, 
study proceeding from data provided by philosophical difficulties and controversy, 
ordinary language forms, and some elementary principles of deontic logic. Numerous 
lustrations and examples of a fairly informal nature are provided^ Conclusions are 
presented which pertain to the connection between: (1) the idea of having permission 
to do a certain act and freedom to choose to do it or not. (2) permission and the 
absence of prohibition, and (3) permission, permissibility, and practical possibility. 
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SUMMARY 

Permission and Permissibility 



Problem. This study is an attempt to understand the 
concept of permission and to relate its logical 
peculiarities to the activities, linguistic and 
non-linguistic, in which it finds application. 

Obje ctives and Kethods . Being a conceptual not empirical 
study, it proceeds from data provided by philosophical 
difficulties and controversy, by the forms of ordinary- 
language and some elementary principles of (deontic) logic. 
It seeks by argument and analysis to establish a number 
of conclusions about the structure of speech, thought, and 
action within authority- sub ject institutions (in an 
extremely broad sense). Illustrations and examples are 
mostly of a fairly informal nature, involving direct 
communication between, say, teacher and pupil, and are 
intended to show how the speech-acts discussed fit into 
the wider activities which give them their point and 
intelligibility. 

Results. Part I investigates the close connection 
between the idea of having permission to do a certain 
act and of having freedom to choose to do it or not. 

A discussion of understatement as a fault in the speech- 
act of asserting that an act is permitted reveals why 
a report of such a permission entitles a hearer to 
conclude that one is permitted also to refrain. As 
regards utterances which give permissions, a> somewhat 
stronger conclusion is based on an analysis of the . 
deontic propositions which are asserted in permission- 
reporting utterances and made true by permi ssion-giving 
utterances as having an o ratio ob liqua structure: an 
Authority, as sole determinant (through what he has and 
has not said) of the deontic situation within his 
jurisdiction, is constrained to endow any permitting 
act not simply implicit in the issuing of a command, 
with a ’ two-way’ permissive import that grants the 
recipient freedom of choice. 

These conclusions lead to an elucidation of the 
essentially conventional and external nature of the kind 
of reason for action given by commands, as contrasted 
with other types of reason-giving speech— act which 
depend for their reason-giving function on success in 
the dimensions of truth and relevance to antecedent 
inclinations to action of the recipient. The resultant 
external character of authority-imposed obligations as 
reasons for action explains (a) a certain logical 
secondariness and negativeness which permission shares 
with its physical analogue, letting or non-interference 



and (b) certain presuppositions as to the wants of 
the subjects to whom they are directed. 

part II begins with a critique of the account 
of normative discourse underlying G.H. von Wright s 
treatment of permission in his Norm and Action , 
in order to defend the oratio obliqua analysis of 
the notion of having a permission and to distinguish 
the concepts of obligatoriness and practical neces- 
sity (’must 1 ). The results are used in support of 
an analysis of the illocutionary force definitive of 
permitting as that of refraining from forbidding. 
This conception of permission is applied in assess- 
ing tho logical relations between commands and 
permissions, and between permission and the absence 
' of prohibition, finally, in Part III, some problems 
about the notion of a permissive rule prompt an 
examination of certain aspects of the nature of 
obligatoriness and permissibility in areas of action 
not subject to authority control, and lead back to 
the topics of free choice and practical possibility. 

Implications . Although theoretical in orientation, 
the examination has produced material for drawing 
substantive implications for such practical school 
problems as the role of principal and teacher vis- 
a-vis those subject to their control, grounded upon 
tho understanding of permissive notions (which are 
to be contrasted with lack of control no less than 
with authoritarianism) which this study aimed to 
provide. 
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INTRODUCTION 



* What do you see i~ the garden? 1 ho asked 
her in French. 

'I see many flowers 1 , she replied in a 
sweet, small voice and with an accent as 
good as his own. 

'Yes, but not many good ones. However, 
such as they are, go out and gather some for 
ces dames . ' 

The child turned to him with her smile 
heightened by pleasure. 'Nay I, truly?' 

'.Ah, when I tell you' , said her father. 

The girl glanced at the elder of the nuns. 
'May I, truly, ma mere ? ' 

'Obey monsieur your father, ray child', 
said the sister blushing again. 

The child, satisfied with this authori- 
zation, descended from the threshold and 
was presently lost to sight. 'You don't 
spoil them' , her father said gaily. 

'For everything they must ask leave. 

That's our system. Leave is freely granted, 
but they must ask for it.' (Henry James, 
Portrait of a Lady . Penguin edition, p. 23O. ) 

This study could be regarded as a philosophical 
commentary on the above passage. It is an attempt to 
understand the concept of permission and to relate its 
logical peculiarities to the activities, linguistic 
and non-linguistic , in which it finds application. 

The source of my interest in permission was 
educational: the widespread use in .American classrooms 
of ostensibly permissive language and its role in 
concealing from teachers and principals the unreal- 
istic nature of their belief that they do not give 
orders. This belief still lends support to an 
orthodox educational philosophy (stemming but now 



